Travellers in India

ger?35 and subsequently travelled back to Surat
by way of Bidar and Burhanpur. In the autumn
of 1667 he embarked at Surat for Persia, and
died at Miana In that country before the close
of the year.

It will be seen at once that Thevenot's Indian
travels were comparatively circumscribed in
extent,* while it is patent to the most unobser-
vant reader of his book that the greater part of it
is taken either from hearsay or from other books.
His description of Northern India, and his
analysis of the Mogul empire, cannot be ne-
glected by the historian, and at the time of its
appearance was of the utmost value to a genera-
tion which had not the advantage of the more
valuable subsequent writers. The same applies
to what he discovered at Masulipatam about
the Coromandel coast. Our authorities, how-
ever, are so many that we can afford to disre-
gard all hearsay evidence, and confine our
examination of his information to the parts of
his narrative which were based on his own obser-
vations,

Thevenot's remarks on the administration of
Guzerat, and especially of Surat, are very valu-
able. Surat, Thevenot says, had two governors,
one " of the town/' and one " of the Castle.'*
Their functions were administrative, but we are

* Mr S. Lane-Poole's statement that Thevenot travelled " over the
greater part of India " is, I think, hardly justified by the facts. (Quarterly
O) vol. CLXXVI, p. 517).
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